Abstract
Introduction
The Arctic is a region located at the northernmost part of the Earth stretching over 21 mln square kilometeres. It inludes both land and water areas. Its distinctive feature is the polar climate and permafrost. The central part of the Arctic is the Arctic Ocean, which covers an area of 14.4 million square kilometres. The Arctic Ocean is joined to the Atlantic Ocean and the Pacific. The Arctic does not form a homogeneous surface structure, it also has islands within its borders which include: Greenland, Baffin Island, Victoria Island, Ellesmere Island, Novaya Zemlya and Spitsbergen.
The author, who characterises the geographical location of the Arctic, emphasises several significant features, including: the Arctic is twice the size of Europe 1 , it possesses many energy resources; and, furthermore, new transport routes and areas for fishing can be created because of global warming. The mentioned features, which identify the analyszed area, enhance the interest in the Arctic from countries claiming the right to it. These countries are: the United States of America, Canada, Denmark, Norway and the Russian Federation.
The purpose of the article is to analyse the Russian security and energy policy regarding the Arctic. It points out the possibilities of the Russian Federation (RF) exploiting this area by in order to, among other things, strengthen its international position. The author also explains the extent to which the Russian Federation claiming the right to exclusiveness in exploiting raw materials is the actual reason of its actions or a plan to make the Arctic dependent. At the same time, there will be an attempt to answer the question if the Arctic might be the place of a military conflict in the future?
The issues discussed in this article pertain to, in order: the legal status of the Russian Federation regarding the Arctic, political activity of the Russian Federation in this region and the possibility of the Russian Federation exploiting energy resources in the area of the Arctic.
Europe covers 10,2 square kilometers.
The publication covers issues connected with the Russian Federation and its policy in the region of the Arctic Ocean. The complicated determinants of the other countries concerning their activity in the Arctic, in the author's opinion, should encourage researchers to carry out a profound analysis, especially with reference to the unceasingly changing political reality.
The legal status of the Russian Federation towards the Arctic Region
Currently, the Arctic is regarded as the one of the most important regions in the world. Due to its energy resources and its political conditions, it favours the competition of countries which, by using different methods, intend to incorporate the Arctic into their borders or to possess exclusiveness in carrying out scientific research there. The long-term aim is an extraction of energy resources.
The Arctic does not have any international legal status. The only determinants of its legal status are: the sector theory created in 1925 and the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea of 10 December 1982 (hereafter the Convention). The first of them was suggested by Canada in 1925 and it refers to the situation in which a country can claim the right to the arctic territories if it shares a border with the country directly 2 . According to this, a state contiguous to the Arctic should have a right to all the lands that are to be found in the waters between a line extending from its eastern extremity north, and another line extending from its western extremity north. All lands between the two lines up to the North Pole should belong to the country whose territory abuts up there.
(Map 1).
During the Cold War, because of such a record, the Russian Soviet Federative Socialist Republic would have been entitled to almost half of the Arctic territories, which could affect its successor -the Russian Federation. However, considering the fact that this record was contractual, it did not constitute the norm of In view of the provisions of the Convention referring to the high seas, the Arctic countries do not have any reservations resulting in the peaceful nature of their policies. In the author's opinion, the situation may change because of global warming which leads to increasing interest in energy resources located beneath the waters of the Arctic Ocean. In this situation, an issue related to the countries permissions to exploit resources besides their internal waters and territorial seas arises. The biggest claims regarding "ownership" of the seabed have been made by the Russian Federation. They particularly pertain to the continental shelf � called the Lomonosov Ridge. Pointing out the definition of the continental shelf might be a reason to widen sovereign rights. It should be noted that the Russian Federation has been a party to the Convention on the Law of the Sea since 1997. An attempt to prove the thesis that the "ridge" is a part of Asia, Russia undertook, at the moment of ratification of the Convention,, geological research "Arktika 2007"
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. However, they have not submitted sufficient proofs to convince the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf. In conclusion, Russia has not received the right to extend its exclusive economic zone to 50 nautical miles and, thus, the right to benefit from this area 8 . In spite of this failed attempt, after the "Arktika 2007", research conducted by the Russian scientific expedition the Ministry of Natural Resources and the Environment of the Russian Federation made a statement which revealed that analysis of the sediment from the bottom of the North Pole enables the thesis that the Lomonosov Ridge is geologically a part
The continental shelf of a coastal state comprises the seabed and subsoil of the submarine areas that extend beyond its territorial sea throughout the length of the natural prolongation of its land territory to the outer edge of the continental margin or to a distance of 200 nautical miles from the baselines from which the breadth of the territorial sea is measured if the outer edge of the continental margin does not extend to that distance, (see) the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, Article 7�, par 1 "Arktika 2007" was an expedition whose aim was to research the seabed in order to Arktika 2007" was an expedition whose aim was to research the seabed in order to " was an expedition whose aim was to research the seabed in order to was an expedition whose aim was to research the seabed in order to ose aim was to research the seabed in order to aim was to research the seabed in order to substantiate its claim that the Lomonosov Ridge is a continuation of the continental shelf. The expedition led to series of controversies because, during the event, it planted a Russian , during the event, it planted a Russian during the event, it planted a Russian flag on the seabed at the North Pole. The other countries dismissed the flag planting as purely symbolic and legally meaningless. . It brought a strong reaction from the other countries of the Arctic region which, similarly to the Russian Federation, began doing research to prove the right of their claims to the continental shelf. The consequence of these developments was handing over the right to make a decision about the controversial Lomonosov Ridge to the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, whose powers are, inter alia, marking out the external borders of the continental shelf 10 .
Besides Russia, Canada, the US, Denmark and Norway are the most interested in obtaining exclusiveness of access to the bottom of the Arctic Ocean. In the near future, we will probably witness developments displaying significant involvement of these countries in the Arctic area. Taking into account the motive which all the Arctic countries are driven by -having the exclusive right of exploitation of the energy resources -it can be admitted that victory in this competition might enable the country to take over all of the potential profits. If it is achieved by the Russian Federation, it seems that because of possessing the Arctic territories it will be able to conduct unilateral policy. Having the sufficient political and economic potential it can, together with the United States, influence developments in this part of the world. Yet, it is believed that the Arctic countries will obey the norms of international law in the competition for access to the energy resources and will not allow military conflict in this area. 
Winston Churchill
The Russian Federation, thanks to the Arctic, has a chance to strengthen its international position and also to improve its energy potential because of the petroleum and the natural gas located on the bed of the Arctic Ocean. Furthermore, for the other countries, the crucial fact is the phenomenon of global warming i.e. melting ice caps. According to the estimates of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, they will probably disappear about 2040. This will allow access to the new, faster shipping routes between Europe and Asia, which will expand with two new trade routes: the Northeast Passage (along the northern coastline of Russia) and the Northwest Passage (Map 2). It will facilitate and shorten the route in a significant way for the large container ships which currently cannot pass through the Panama Canal and need to circumnavigate Cape Horn 1 .
In the perspective of such rapid access to the energy resources, thanks to global warming (Map ), Russia is more and more actively pursuing its policy in the Arctic region. In the author's opinion, it can be characterised in the context of the Russian political system and its authoritarian tendencies; in the circumpolar context and also in the global context, taking into account the Russia's military and economic power. Russia's security policy in the Arctic region cannot be separated from its wider global context. In this document, the objectives, tasks and strategic priorities of the realisation the Russian Federation policy regarding the Arctic are presented. There are some noteworthy objectives related to the extension of the base which is intended mostly to ensure Russia access to the offshore energy resources. Moreover, the objectives concerning the protection and the defence of the state border which runs in the Russian Arctic zone, including the maintenance of the required potential of the combat troops of general purpose. The strategy has not been amended since its inception. Despite the dynamics of the international environment and its changes, it is still current. Furthermore, regarding the increased interest of the other countries in the Arctic region, the Russian Federation authorities have introduced newer and newer solutions which are essential for the functioning of the analysed area. Thanks to the structural reforms, the administrative body was established to coordinate the activities in the Arctic. What is more, the Arctic Joint Strategic Command "North" was established and some defence tasks were added to the military doctrine amended in 2014 . The essential document in the Arctic Council is the Ilulissat Declaration published on 28 May 2008. Torbjörn Pedersen from a Norwegian university in Tromso claims that it is really noteworthy, because it states, inter alia, the exclusiveness of rights for the coastal countries to exploit the natural resources, and also emphasises resolving issues under the international law of the sea 24 . The declaration enables the Russians to block the access of the other countries to the Arctic resources. It becomes especially important for the growing interest in the region of China, Japan and the European Union.
Characterising the global context of the Russian Arctic policy, it is worth following the lead of the National Security Bureau analysts to put forward a thesis. It is possible that Russia's intention is to gather such a large military force in the area of the Arctic to annex the land to which it claims the right. This would entail adverse strategic consequences for the Arctic states and their allies in NATO. The consequence of such a situation would be the consent to Russia's freedom of action in the Arctic region or the necessity of NATO countries intervening militarily 25 . In consideration of these developments, it might be assumed that the Russian annexation of Crimea in 2014 was a test of the international reaction to Russia's actions in breaking international law.
Referring to the Russian analysts' thesis, the US also claims the rights to the energy resources located on the seabed of the Arctic Ocean. In response to the Russian military activity in the North, the Pentagon has extended the systems of operations and air defence to fight against Russian strategic aviation 2� . Moreover, in 2014, the Americans compiled a road map "Arctic Navy 2014-200" which indicates the possibility of a military conflict in the Arctic. A year earlier, President Barack Obama approved the National Strategy for the Arctic, which emphasises strengthening the national security in this region and also the defense infrastructure 27 . By 2020, American soldiers are supposed to be prepared for hostilities in the Arctic. In the Russian analysts' opinion, Russia's activities are the consequence of the steps taken by the US. What is more, they contend that concern about national security justifies the defensive efforts of their country taking place in the Arctic.
With regard to the examples above of different perceptions of the Arctic environment, both the United States and the Russian Federation strive to achieve hegemonic position in this strategic region of the world. However, it is noteworthy that the US has by its side the other Arctic countries which are members of NATO. Perhaps this argument is currently the crucial one for the preservation of peace at the North Pole. However, future military intervention in the Arctic cannot be excluded because of the importance of this region for Russia's interests. Therefore, Russia can use force like it did in Georgia in 2008 or six years later in Ukraine. Another argument is the importance of the Arctic and its natural resources which are the main income source for Russia 28 .
Thanks to the previous activity of Russia in the Arctic Council, it is believed that it will further intensify its activities in the field of environmental protection of the Arctic as well as spend considerable sums of money for this purpose. This can increase its importance as a trusted member of the council as well as strengthen its position in negotiations related to the Arctic issue. Taking into account the overall Russian policy in the Arctic region, it will probably not have a conflictual character. The previous actions of the Russian Federation rather indicate a peaceful way of regulating issues connected with its presence in the Arctic. So far, Russia has followed the international law norms and has proved its rights regarding its position at the North Pole by doing scientific research.
The possibilities of the Russian Federation exploiting the energy resources in the Arctic
The Arctic is a region rich in significant deposits of energy resources -oil and natural gas reserves and rich deposits of rare and valuable minerals: zinc, manganese, lead, platinum, diamonds and gold. A scientific agency of the United States government, the US Geological Survey in 2008, estimated that deposits of natural gas of 4� quintillion meters cubed (almost 0 percent of undiscovered gas in the world) and 90 million barrels of oil (approx. In the coming years, as the glaciers proceed to melt, the interest of international energy companies involved in the exploitation of deposits near the North Pole will increase 1 . However, in the author's opinion, the political and economic benefits primarily affect the pace of extraction and they will be the driver of the exploitation of energy resources in the Arctic area. Moreover, considering that Russia is economically dependent on the export of petroleum and natural gas, the possibility of instant reaching "its" deposits in the Arctic will allow the country to significantly improve its current poor economic situation caused by, inter alia: economic and political pressure from the West. Interestingly, the sanctions also hit US companies, for example ExxonMobil, which carries out common projects with the Russian Rosneft, who lost approximately 1 billion USD by the end of 2014 2 . The US concern does not plan to give up the cooperation with Rosneft. In the current political situation, the cooperation of US companies with Russian ones is essential for the Russian Federation pursuing an effective Arctic policy. This is mostly related to the use of American technologies for the exploitation of offshore deposits which the Russians do not have at their disposition. However, Moscow does not remain passive and is actively developing a programme to implement new procedures and technologies. For instance, Gazprom received two modern oil rigs to extract deposits in the Barents Sea and the experience gained will be useful for building new platforms in the Arctic Ocean.
The increasing possibilities of Russia extracting energy resources in the Arctic region could disturb the European countries. In the author's opinion, a few factors indicate this. The new sea routes will arise as a result of global warming. Therefore, the Russian Federation will gain an opportunity to use new routes to export oil and natural gas from Siberia to West Europe and China. Thanks to this, there is a possibility to limit the transit of these resources by pipeline system of the countries of West and East Europe. This is connected with the eventual weakening of these countries' position in the negotiations with Russia as well as the lower level of European energy security. Furthermore, Russia is carrying out a plan of implementation for the fleet's modern icebreakers (three nuclear-powered and four traditional) which are supposed to facilitate the transport of oil by the tankers, which significantly accelerates their distribution to the customers .
In the opinion of many in Poland and the west, the extraction of oil and natural gas is unprofitable for Russia in the current international situation. Additionally, they claim that because of the development of transport, the petroleum will be marginalised by the other raw materials which are more efficient and cheaper. But, due to the slow development of technology which would allow raw material to be produced that replaces oil and natural gas, it can be assumed that the existing traditional energy resources will still be discovered and exploited. Russia is not intensifying its military force at the North Pole by accident, simultaneously building a modern fleet and investing in extraction technologies.
Assessing the possibilities of the Russian Federation exploiting energy rsources in the Arctic area, it can be contended that they do not allow the full use of existing deposits on the seabed of the Arctic Ocean at this time. The factors influencing this situation, among others, are: considerable depth of the submarine areas on both sides of the Lomonosov Ridge reaching 000 metres (precludes boreholes), thickness of the ice cap which, despite melting, is still an obstacle, high costs of extraction (unprofitability), lack of modern technologies of exploitation of deposits and cooperation of the Russian concerns with the American ones which are more technologically advanced.
Following these observations, in the author's opinion, the Arctic area has a crucial role in the current international reality. It might be acknowledged that because of the resources in the Arctic, in the perspective of the next few decades, this area will become an epicentre of the energy policy activities of the five states claiming the right to it. In addition, it is noteworthy that the Arctic does not have fully defined legal status and which allows it to become a subject of international relations and competition. Above all, it should be emphasised that the countries with the highest political and economic potential, which include the United States and the Russian Federation, will have the greatest impact on the Arctic. Because of the Arctic Council, they will probably attempt to limit the influence of other countries and to solve the issue related to claiming the rights to this region. Therefore, a military led competition for energy resources located in the Arctic cannot be excluded. However, currently, while the Russian Federation is not able to independently extract deposits, it will pursue a peaceful policy proving its rights to the Arctic area through subsequent expeditions. In this case, incidents similar to the one from 2007, when a Russian flag was planted on the seabed at the North Pole, can serve as a symbol of Russian imperial ambitions.
